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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's argument's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of 
the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 - 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dahm et al. (US 6,301 ,471 ) in view of Spaur et al (US 5,732,074). 

Regarding claim 1, Dahm '471 teaches, a system for processing of data to and 
from a mobile terminal (i.e. fig. 2b), a mobile terminal comprising a data bus for 
receiving and transmitting data to a wireless communication network (i.e. fig. 2b, mobile 
250 includes data buses for bi-directional wireless communication), an output device for 
presenting at least one of audio, video and texture information to a user (i.e. fig. 2b, 
display 260), an interface module connected to the data bus of the mobile terminal (i.e. 
fig. 2b, interface 252 and 264), a protocol stack for processing data to and from the data 
bus of the mobile terminal (i.e. fig. 2b, shows the protocol for processing data), the user 
agent for decoding data to and from the protocol stack (i.e. fig. 2b, client module 256 
and 264), a signal generator for converting the decoded data from the user agent into 
signals formatted for processing by the output device so that the output device presents 
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at least one of audio, video, and textual information to the user (i.e. fig. 2b, 256, 264, 
260 and processor). 

However, Dahm does not require the interface module to include a protocol 
stack, a user agent and signal generator as claimed. In contrast, these limitations are 
taught to be integral along with the interface module in the mobile device. Despite the 
difference, there is no distinct functional advantage of having these limitations 
configured within the interface module as claimed. The use of a one piece construction 
instead of separable, having the same result would be merely a matter of obvious 
engineering design choice, In re Larson, 144 USPQ 347 (CCPA 1965). 

Furthermore, Dahm '471 is silent in regards to, an output device "remotely 
located from the mobile terminal" as newly added to the claim. 

Spaur '074 in the same field teaches, an output device "remotely located from the 
mobile terminal" (i.e. fig. 2, 10a/60 in a remote location, which includes input and output 
devices for presenting at least one of audio, video and texture information to a user). 

In view of the above, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art to modify the system of Dahm in accordance with the teaching of Spaur to have 
an output device in a remote location, for the purpose of bi-dirctional remote 
communication, as suggested by Spaur (col. 7, lines 25 - 40). 

Regarding claims 2 and 10, combination of Dahm and Spaur '074 teaches, a 
user input device, manipulate by the user, for inputting data to the user agent for 
transmission through the mobile terminal (Dahm, fig. 2b, Keypad 262). 
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Regarding claims 3 and 11, combination of Dahm and Spaur teaches, wireless 
application/communication protocol (Dahm, fig. 2b, clearly shows the mobile 250 
communicates through a wireless protocol). 

Regarding claims 4 and 12, combination of Dahm and Spaur teaches, short 
message transport protocol (Dahm, col. 18, lines 36 - 37). 

Regarding claims 5 and 13, combination of Dahm and Spaur teaches, wherein 
the user agent is a web-browser (Dahm, fig. 2b, UDP, col. 5, lines 33 - 34). 

Regarding claim 6, the limitations, browser is configured to interpret data in 
accordance with one of the wireless Application Protocol and the Short Message 
Transport Protocol, as claimed; are substantially similar in scope as recited in claims 3 
and 4, therefore the grounds for rejecting claims 3-4, also apply here. 

Regarding claims 7 and 9, combination of Dahm and Spaur teaches, the output 
device is a monitor (Dahm, fig. 2b, display 260). 

Regarding claims 8 and 15, combination of Dahm and Spaur teaches, processing 
data from a data bus of the mobile terminal (Dahm, fig. 2b, device 250, including 
processor), and decoding the processed data using a user agent and outputting the 
decoded data (Dahm, fig. 2b, encoder, decoder of mobile 250 and client module), and 
converting the decoded data from the user agent into signals for presentation by an 
output device (Dahm, fig. 2b, module 256 and display 260), and presenting information 
based on the signals by the output device (Dahm, fig. 2b, display 260), and an output 
device remotely located from the mobile terminal, as newly added; have been analyzed 
and rejected with respect to claim 1 above. 
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Regarding claim 14, the limitations claimed have been analyzed and rejected 
with respect to claims 1-13. 

Regarding claims 16-19, combination of Dahm and Spaur teaches, output 
device comprises a television monitor (Dahm, display devices as shown in fig. 1, since a 
television monitor has the same functionality as to display the images, and Spaur, fig. 2, 
remote station 10a, which includes a display screen). 

Conclusion 

4. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Contact 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Behrooz Senfi whose telephone 
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number is (571) 272-7339. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mehrdad Dastouri can be reached on (571) 272-7418. 



Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Or faxed to: 

(571)273-8300 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Randolph Building, 401 Dulany 
Street, Alexandria, Va. 22314. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relative to the status of the application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 Customer Service Office 
whose telephone number is (571) 272-6000. 
B. M. S. 
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